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Under the rule of comity, the rights of a court of one state as to the control of property which 
has come into its possession and over which it has jurisdiction will be recognized by courts 
of other states, and such possession will not ordinarily be interfered with by the latter. 


Under the rule of comity, | the rights of a court of one state as to the control of property which has 
come into its possession and over which it has jurisdiction will be recognized by courts of other 


states, and such possession will not ordinarily be interfered with by the latter.” Thus, the courts 
of one state will not ordinarily interfere with the administration of the property of an insolvent,’ a 
decedent,’ or a trust? properly in the courts ofanother state® unless called on by the court of primary 


jurisdiction.” However, since a court with exclusive jurisdiction over the assets of an insolvent does 
not have jurisdiction over assets not belonging to the insolvent, another court in a sister state is not 
required, under the comity doctrine, to defer to the first court's exercise of jurisdiction over funds 


in a bank located in the sister state which have not yet been determined to belong to the insolvent." 
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